The World Trade Organization (WTO) regulates the world trade through establishing tariffs and elimination of non-tariff barriers and trade of its member countries covers 95% of the global trade. It sets up a common frame for commerce in goods, services and intellectual property extending its influence also to the forest sector through a number of mechanisms, one of which being the Dispute Settlement Body of the WTO. The aim of this paper is to shed light on possibilities of the Dispute Settlement Body to settle conflicts in trade of wood-based products and underline its importance as a negotiation platform for regulating international disputes. Analysis of the disputes in trade of forest products submitted for consideration of the Dispute Settlement Body reveals that such conflicts mostly relate to anti-dumping measures, safeguard actions and standards for exported wood and are often resolved by means of consultations between parties. However, failing to settle at this stage some cases have proceeded with a panel formation and been resolved by an ultimate panel ruling. Moreover, some of the cases have been solved by negotiation process instead of a panel process.
Introduction
The idea of creating an organization which would regulate international trade in goods can be traced back to late 1940s. In 1947 23 countries signed a General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade (GATT) with an idea of tackling the economical consequences of the World War II and avoiding the possibility of repeating the Great Depression of 1930s with its remarkably high tariffs and the policy of protectionism [1] . Initially the participants -mostly export-oriented developed countries -were mainly seeking for improving accessibility of their products in international markets and the GATT agreement intended to serve as a binding obligation of reducing tariffs among them [1] . However, back in the days the International Trade Organization was not meant to appear on the international stage due to a denial of ratification from the Congress of the USA [2] . Gradually since 1947 more countries decided to join the GATT Agreement and 8 rounds of negotiations were held with the last one (the Uruguay Round in Marrakesh in 1994) eventually giving birth to the World Trade Organization [1] . The name of the organization was proposed by Canada and supported by the United States on the contrary to the "Multinational Trade Organization" favored by the EU [3] . One of the reasons for the WTO creation was that the GATT though serving as a de facto organization was still an agreement lacking a legal framework of an institution along with increasing understanding of the necessity of expansion of trade of goods to trade in services and intellectual property [2] .
As for 2014 the Organization has 160 members or 80% of all countries 1 . It is being financed by its members and the amount of a contribution depends on a country's share in trade with other WTO members calculated as an average of 3 most recent years (and if this share is less than 0,12 %, then a minimum contribution is applied) [4] . Every member gets one vote in decision-making regardless of its size or role in international trade and all decisions are being made by consensus [2] . The
Organization itself is comprised of a Secretariat which is relatively small (640 as for 2011 [2] To put it briefly, the process starts with a country issuing a complaint and asking a defendant for consultations which are lasting for a period of up to 60 days and if no mutual agreement is reached at this stage or if consolations are not wanted to last any longer, a complainant seeks an establishment of a panel which usually takes up to 45 days [2] . A panel comprises 3 or 5 independent experts from different countries chosen during consultations to look at the case and during next six months their task is to examine a case (as well as conduct two hearings), as well as to compile a report for DSB members [2] . As long as the report is not turned down by a consensus within 60 days it transforms into a final decision of the Dispute Settlement Body [2] . Thus, all in all these stages of settling a dispute may take up to a year, but if an appeal is made the procedure can prolong for 3 additional 
Materials and Methods
All cases which have ever been submitted to the Dispute Settlement Body are recorded into the WTO database and as of January 2015 the DSB database has a record of 488 cases. The database in question allows extracting relevant cases according to several predefined parameters, such as register number, and compiled into a single table (Table 1) representing the main outcomes and the stage at which a case has been resolved -within negotiations or after a panel ruling and presented in a nutshell above. Commission of the United States announced that the duties for Chinese coated paper would not be imposed, as there were not enough grounds to prove that import of Chinese paper was impinging on domestic production of coated paper in the USA [9] and the case again didn't develop into a panel. and ask for consultations within the DSB [10] . After all, the case didn't proceed further into a panel formation and parties had managed to reach a consensus. 2004). Nevertheless, as for 2010 Korea had not made any adjustment to its duties [11] . Whether the situation has faced any recent changes remains unknown due to the lack of information on this dispute.
Results

China -Anti-Dumping Measures on Imports of Cellulose Pulp from Canada (DS 483
Ecuador -Definitive Safeguard Measure on Imports of Medium Density Fiberboard (DS303)
.
Korea -Anti-Dumping Duties on Imports of Certain Paper from Indonesia (DS312)
If most of previously discussed disputes did not make it to a panel and sputtered out within a short period of time, a softwood lumber dispute between the US and Canada has incorporated 7 separate cases submitted for consideration of the WTO DSB and belongs to the largest (from the amount of capital involved in this bilateral trade) and the longest (more than 25 year history) trade disputes. The essence of the dispute lays in principal differences in stumpage price determination in Canada and the United States: whereas in the US with most forests belonging to private owners harvesting licenses are distributed through auctions, in Canada forests are public property and provinces are in charge of stumpage price determination, therefore prices might vary from one province to another [12] . As the result, a stumpage price in the USA is often much higher, than it is set in Canada, thus creating grounds for accusations in unfair subsidies for Canadian lumber [12] .
Though being a stumbling block for Canada and the USA since early 1980s, the softwood lumber trade issue was first time brought to the WTO DSB in May 2000 [13] . In the frames of the first lumber dispute (case DS194) Canada challenged US determination of export restraints on lumber logs as a subsidy and back then the WTO ruled in its favor stating that export restraints should not be considered as a financial contribution of any kind [14] . It was followed by case DS221 initiated in January 2001, which again questioned the way the United States interpreted the WTO agreement (namely Section 129 c 1 of the Uruguay Round of Agreements) rather than actual trade sanctions in regard to lumber exports: however, this time Canada was unsuccessful in its attempt [14] . decided that a "threat of injury" was wrongly interpreted by the ITC and ruled in favor of Canada [13] .
It is claimed that the WTO Dispute Settlement Body has not been a sufficient neither effective platform for settling this softwood lumber dispute between Canada and the USA, as due to a number of cases and appeals it has turned out to be long-lasting and rather costly in addition to revealing some inconsistencies between the WTO and the North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) panel decisions (namely in regards to the "threat of injury" interpretation of the International Trade
Commission of the US) [12] . An end of the dispute was laid in 2006 by reaching a consensus and adopting a Softwood Lumber Agreement, under which the USA was obliged to return 4 billion USD to Canada and not charge any duties on Canadian softwood lumber import during next 7-9 years, whereas Canada had to decrease by a third its import of lumber to the USA market [12] . Moreover, in case of future disputes they have agreed to turn to the LCIA (London Court of International Arbitration) instead of the WTO DSB [12] .
Discussion and Conclusions
Dispute cases described in (Table 1) 
